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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The original disclosure does not provide 
sufficient disclosure that the deformable bottom seal is non-removable as claimed in 
claim 1 . The original disclosure does not provide sufficient disclosure that the 
interlocking mechanical system of unidirectional toothed ramps are non-reversible as 
claimed in claim 5. The original disclosure does not provide sufficient disclosure that 
the interlocking mechanical system of unidirectional toothed ramps are non -reversible 
as claimed in claim 5. This is a new matter rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Foss 
3010598. 

The Foss '598 reference, see entire document, see especially fgures 7-9, or 
figure 20, discloses multiple connectable containers 1 1 with a cylinder configuration, 
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shoulder 74 and neck 73 and thread at 76 , a removable top seal and cap 77, non 
removable bottom seal 82, see especially figure 20 and bottom threaded indentation 78, 
81 , It is note that the seal diaphragm 82 is severable or ruptured, see claim 1 or in the 
specification, or ruptured in a non-removable manner of operation as seen in figure 8 
and figure 20, column 6, lines 20-43, since the bottom seal diaphragm lies across the 
bottom opening of the container and when severed, or ruptured the bottom seal is never 
completely removed from the opening as clearly seen in figure 20, thus it is deemed as 
being a non removable deformable bottom seal to the extent of applicant's device of 
applicant's figure 2. With regards to the shoulder, note that the shoulder provides for an 
adaptation for the thread which provides a fluid tight seal when two containers are 
attached together. 

With regards to claim 2 note the cap 29. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3-4 and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Foss 3010598. 
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Foss '598 reference discloses all of the recited subject matter as defined within 
the scope of the claims with the exception of having an elastomeric gasket atop the 
shoulder to seal against the indentation an neck. 

The use of gaskets between fluid threaded couplings are old and well known in 
the art so as to prevent leakage. 

It is deemed that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
Provide for the shoulder neck and indentation bottom of the Foss reference with a 
gasket there between in order to provide a better seal in order to prevent leakage when 
multiple containers are coupled. 

With regards to claim 4 note that sanitary seal plug 19 
With regards to claims 14-15, Foss '598 discloses all of the recited subject matter as 
defined within the scope of the claims with the exception of the scoring pike 18disposed 
on the interior of the upper neck of 12 in contrast to the lower internal spout 13, 17, this 
configuration is merely a reversal of the arrangement shown by Foss '598. Since it has 
been held that a mere reversal of the essential working parts of a device involves only 
routine skill in the art, [ In re Einstein, 8 USPQ 167.], it is deemed that it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to reverse the pike 1 8 of the Foss 
reference to the upper mouth neck portion 12 so as provide better a means to pierce a 
seal upon the lower internal spout section. 

6. Claims 5-6 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Foss 3010598 in view of Ochs et al 5346082. 
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The Foss '598 discloses all of the recited subject matter as defined within the 
scope of the claims with the exception of unidirectional ramps to prevent 
disengagement of the neck with the indentation. Note that the ramps are not 
positionable to be reversed therefore the interlocking toothed ramps are deemed as 
being non-reversible. 

The Ochs reference discloses and would teach to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art that one may provide locking ramps 37, 63 to couple a cap with a ramp 23 on 
a container opening to permit locking between the two connection couplings and inhibit 
unwanted disengagement of the cap with the opening during a threaded coupling of the 
two coupling elements. 

In view of the teaching of the Ochs reference, it is deemed that it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide with the container indentation 
of the Foss' device with corresponding ramps in order to prevent unwanted 
disengagement of the threaded coupling between the two containers. 

7. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Foss 
301 0598 in view of Goyet et al 5277303. 

The Foss '598 discloses all of the recited subject matter as defined within the 
scope of the claims with the exception of the lower indentation recess having a rigid disk 
in contrast to the seal (claim 7) and protrusions on the disk (claim 8The reference to 
Goyet et al discloses that a rigid disk 10 may be placed at an opening 9 whereby an 
abutment surface 24a is threaded to displace and engage the edge of the disk 10 so as 



Application/Control Number: 10/686,453 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1723 

to move open the rigid disk 10, see figure 5-6. It is furthermore Goyet teaches the use of 
a recess ramp s and button ramp 28 which provides locking of the lower container with 
the upper container together when fully connected. 

In view of the teaching by the Goyet reference that one may use a rigid disk as a 
seal between the coupled containers, it is deemed that it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the seal and seal removal means of the Foss 
reference with a rigid disk which is removed by the abutment of the threaded end of the 
lower container so that it may be more easily constructed, whereas the seal closure of 
Goyet is a merely nothing more than a functional structural equivalent of the seal 
closure to the pierced type as shown by the Foss reference. 

With regards to the issues of being partially removable, the language is deemed 
as being directed to a functional recitation to the operation of the device, and has been 
afforded little structural distinction of the disk structure itself. None the less one may 
operative the device to partially urge the disk from seating from the cylindrical wall 
during disengagement. 

With regards to claim 8 the absent any unexpected results to the shape of a 
protrusion, the protruding surface upon the disk which provides a surface to positively 
engage the end of the threaded member. Absent any unexpected result of the surface 
protrusion, the choice of the shape of the protrusion is deemed as a change in shape 
without any unexpected result and thus deemed obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the protrusion surface to a more efficient engagement surface. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 9-1 3 are rejected but is dependent upon a rejected base claim under 35 
USC 1 12, 1 st paragraph with regards to new matter, but would be allowable if rewritten 
in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims and the removal of the subject matter which necessitated the new matter 
rejection of the claims. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 8-1 9-2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

1 0. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -1 7 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. See the rejection above with regards to 
new issued presented by the amendment to the claims. 

11. All claims are now rejected. 

Conclusion 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tony G. Soohoo whose telephone number is (571) 272 
1 147. The examiner can normally be reached on 7-5PM,Tue-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wanda Walker can be reached on 571-272-1 151 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1723 




